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than to publish a transcript of it. One may be allowed to lay down three
desiderata : (1) approximate dates should, be assigned to all deeds that
are not dated; (2) where the originals of the deeds exist, these should be
printed in place of the transcript in the chartulary, and where the originals
are lost but independent transcripts exist, these should be collated with
the chartulary ; (3) the chartulary should, if possible, be supplemented
by any additional title-deeds that can be derived from other sources.
Mr. Atkinson's edition of the first volume of Furness failed in these respects,
and has been rightly criticized because he omitted to make use of the
original monastic deeds among the records of the duchy of Lancaster in
the Public Kecord Office. The originals of about a third of the deeds entered
in the coucher-book still survive, and not only provide a better text than
John SteO's transcript, but supply the full list of witnesses which Stell
usually abridges or entirely omits. Mr. Brownbill not only adopts a better
method in his edition of the second volume, but makes full amends for the
deficiencies of the first volume by an ample series of notes and additions
to it (pp. 729-808). He also gives as separate appendices an interesting
series of Irish charters and of documents relating to the Isle of Man, to
which the abbots of Furness had the right of appointing a bishop, and
prints a selection of ministers' accounts, court-rolls, and ancient petitions
of the abbey. Perhaps additional illustrative matter might have been
obtained from the little known and little used books of the Land Revenue
Office which are rich in material for the history of monastic properties
immediately before and after the suppression. Part III of Mr. Brownbill's
work contains, in addition to the appendices already noticed, two ex-
cellently constructed indexes and a first-rate review' of the charters con-
tained in the body of the work.

Mr. Brownbill's ' observations' on the charters render any detailed
notice of the contents of the chartulary unnecessary. It is sufficient to say
that the Yorkshire and Cumberland charters in part II are decidedly
superior in interest to the Lancashire charters of part I. In those of
Cumberland especially with their descriptions of fell and tarn, one catches
a breath of the moorland air which blows about the Cistercian world.
And, to instance a single charter, it would be difficult to equal the charm
of the terrible Latinity in which Alan, son of Uctred, makes provision for
his old age (p. 442). There is nothing new under the sun. Here we meet
not only with old age pensions but with workmen's compensation (p. 545).
Yorkshire squires were fox-hunting in Lonsdale in the reign of King John
(p. 293). Under the high-sounding medieval name of Johannes Graindeorge
(p. 460) we meet with an old friend, to wit, John Barleycorn. Did the
descendants of William Wagesper (p. 419) leave the West Riding for
Worcestershire, and settle (with a slight change of surname) in Stratfprd-
on-Avon ? H. H. E. CBASTEB.

The Reign of Henry the Fifth. By JAMES HAMILTON WYLIE, M.A., D.Litt.
(Cambridge : University Press, 1919.)

ALL that Dr. Wylie wrote was so distinguished by enthusiasm tor his
• subject-and labour in research that, we welcome the seconds volume of
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his Henry the Fifth, and rejoice to find that it was left so nearly as he
would have wished it to appear. It is marked by all the author's old
painstaking accumulation of material, fullness of detail, and richness of
illustration in copious notes. He was so wedded to his own method that
we should not expect, or perhaps desire, to iind any departure from it
in his latest work. Still he seems to have curbed in some measure his
fancy for crowding his text with medievalisms and his tendency to digress
on more or less irrelevant topics. As a consequence the main narrative
is improved; it has gained in interest, is easier to read and follow, and
:leaves a clearer impression of the course of events. The digressions are
still there, but the longest of them are gathered in separate chapters;
so we get over fifty pages on John, duke of Berry, which teem with curious
information gleaned from sources not easily accessible; we are glad to
have the chapter, but cannot refrain from feeling that it is rather extraneous
to the reign of Henry the Fifth. In a less degree the like criticism applies
to the chapter called ' Burial', where a dozen pages are filled with informa-
tion about the funerals and tombs of those who fell at Agincourt.

The whole volume of over 400 pages covers a period of just twelve
months from the landing at Harfleur in August 1415 to Bedford's naval
victory in the same month of the next year. Naturally the main interest
centres round Agincourt. A long chapter is devoted to the battle, and
this is followed by a much longer one, which though entitled ' The Dead '
is in great part taken up with a discussion of excuses for the French
defeat, and the contradictions of modern accounts, drawn from all manner
of sources, good, bad, and indifferent, without any weighing of their
relative importance. The result is to leave the reader in a stupor of
confusion, and it seems to have had much the same effect on the author.
In the presence of ' all these intricate contradictions' Dr. Wylie con-
cluded by a word of caution against' the subtle and fascinating form of self-
deception which underlies the construction of plans', and makes merry
over modern savants with their pictorial representations of pretty squares,
oblongs, and triangles ; their- contradictions, he thought, can but serve
as a pictorial warning and emphasize that ' we have not yet arrived at
certainty in regard to the first essential features of that eventful day and
on the existing data I fear we never shall'. But is not the trouble rather
due to the author's method, and failure to sift out the chaff and use only
the good grain ? It may be doubted whether any historian can describe
a battle, if he has not in the first instance formed, at all events in his own
mind, a plan of the opposing forces. To do so graphically it is necessary
to have some accurate information as to the topography of the site. In
the case of Agincourt this is not lacking. We know that the battle was
fought in an open field between the wooded villages of Agincourt and
Tramecourt,- the ground rising slightly from Maisoncelles at the south
to the French position on the road to Ruisseauville. We may be confident'
also that the actual battle was fought close to the junction of the cross-
roads, where the carnage, as Dr. Wylie (p. 225) points out, must have
been thickest, and where the burial enclosure still remains. This is the
point where the woods of Agincourt and Tramecourt come nearest together,
the intervening space being about 1,200 yards across. Though Dr. Wylie
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had visited the battlefield he strangely writes that the French line' extended
over a front of about two miles across the narrow space that lies between
the woods of Agincourt and Tramecourt'; for this he cites the Chronique
de St. Denys, ' omnes copias militares hostibus appropinquare per duo
fere miliaria', admitting that the meaning is obscure. My own inter-
pretation is that the writer describes the French position as nearly two
miles from the English camp at Maisoncelles, which is about the correct
distance. If the French front had covered nearly so great a distance
many of them could never have come into action at all.

With the topographical data thus assured, the placing of the English
line (the one that matters) is comparatively easy. Elmham (i.e. Gesta)
states definitely that the flanks rested on the woods ; and this suits the
size of the English force, which was such as would ' just fill the space',
an argument which Dr. Wylie, not having worked out a plan, seems to
reject. Dr. Wylie's own description of the English formation is that
' The wings were thrown out to right and left in echelon. Spanning
the whole front and circling it from flank to flank like a crown were
placed the archers, clumped in triangular wedges.' This he derives from
various French sources, abandoning for the most part the account in the
Gcsta, which elsewhere he correctly regards as our most trustworthy
source. Such a formation does not seem intelligent, nor can it, as it would
seem, be reconciled with the plain statement of the Gesta that in view of
his smaller numbers Henry posted his army in a single battle, the van
(odes anterior) under the duke of York on the right and the rear under
Lord Camoys on the left (this does not, as Dr. Wylie supposes, mean in
echelon); and intermingled wedges of archers in each ward (odes). One
cannot get any ' crown spanning the whole front' out of these words ;
on the contrary, they fit exactly with the traditional English formation
of a fighting unit with the men-at-arms in the centre, the archers on each
flank having their front thrown forward at an angle to the front of the men-
at-arms. Thus the archers on the right wing of the left division would
then form a wedge in combination with the archers on the left of the centre,
and there would be a similar wedge between the centre and right division.
On the extreme left and right of the line there would be only half-wedges ;
since the flanks.were covered by the woods no more was needed and the
full wedge would have been useless. This is the formation described by
Professor Oman in his text,1 though in his plan he shows full wedges on
the extreme flanks. When the archers were thus formed (four or five
deep) the whole of the stakes were planted before the front line and
formed effective chevaux de/rise, which they would not have done if
the archers had been in clumps in the front. The formation of the English'
line compelled the French in their attack to break into three columns to
avoid the archers in their palisades ; so it is stated in the Gesta,' diviserunt
Be in tres turmas, invadentes bellum nostrum in tribus locis ubi erant
vexilla'. Dr. Wylie, however, explicitly rejects this interpretation in
a foot-note, and in his text describes the French as splitting up to make
way for their own fugitive horsemen. From the Gesta it is clear that the
division into three columns was preparatory to the assault which forced

1 Political HUtory, iv. 253.
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the English back a spear's length. Had Dr. Wylie worked from a plan
I do not think he could have maintained his conclusions.

The nature of Dr. Wylie's book compels a critic to concentrate on
one incident. 80 much of the value of his work consists in the collection
of minute detail that extended criticism is difficult. Nor indeed is it
neoessary to say more than that this volume, like those which preceded
it, will always remain an invaluable storehouse of information. A few
instances, may be given of the way in which isolated material is brought
into its proper relation. Gilbert de Lannoy's account of his experiences
at Agincourt, though not otherwise important, throws light on the massacre
of the prisoners (p. 172). The unsigned letter to Henry V from a chaplain,
which is printed in the Letters of Margaret of Anjou (pp. 1-6), is boldly
attributed by Dr. Wylie to Elmham (p. 247); but since the letter was
clearly written from England early in November 1415, and Elmhaar was
^present with the army, this seems doubtful; it is not, however, clear
that it is anything more than a rhetorical exercise. Earle, in his Philology
of the English Tongue, p. 73, printed another letter which he describes
as one of the earliest extant letters in English, and supposes to have been
written to Henry IV by his eldest son in 1402. Dr. WyUe has no difficulty
in showing that it belongs to 1420 and attributes it to Humphrey of
•Gloucester (p. 378). The letter begins 'my soverain lord and fader ' and
ends ' your liege man and sone H.G.' It is certainly genuine, but there
is something wrong about it as printed ; Earle unfortunately did not
•state where it came from; Dr. Wylie adds a reference to ' Kluge, 52 ',
which I am unable to interpret. (The obscurity of many of the references
in the foot-notes is a serious defect.)

The editors in a preface state that Dr. Wylie had corrected the proof
sheets up to page 96, and hope that any errors in the remainder may be
pardoned. The editing has certainly been done as well as circumstances
permitted and the errors do not seem to be numerous or serious. I have
noted a few. On p. 248 there is a misreading of the text of the London
Chronicle in my English Historical Literature, p. 294, which erroneously
makes the clergy at Calais sing ' This is the day that the Lord hath made '
when Henry entered the town on 29 October 1415. On p. 274, line 9,
Michael de la Pole is an error for William. On pp. 306-7 Stanley is a mistake -
for Mauley. On p. 329, line 10, the date should be 11 November 1415 not
1416. I must not in conclusion omit to call attention to the great quantity
of valuable material which is brought together (chiefly from records)
in the chapter on ' The Navy '. C. L. KINGSFOKD.

Korrespondenzen Osterreichischer Herrscher. Die Korrespondenz Fer-
dinands I. I: Familienkorrespondenz bis 1526. Bearbeitet von
WILHELM BAOEB. (P'eroffendichungen der Kommission fur Neuere
Oeschichte Osterreichs. XI.) (Vienna : Bolzhausen, 1912.)

THE family Correspondence of Ferdinand I, now in course of publication,
is certain to be of capital importance-for Habsburg history. It is true that
many of the letters are already in print, but they are scattered through
collections of documents or monographs not always easily obtainable.
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